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Six Grave Warnings 

The Congressional Committee on un-American 
Activities: "The Communist Party is unusually ac¬ 
tive in our schools, both openly and subtly insinuating 
its propaganda into the minds of students.” 

New York State Legislative Committee inquiring 
into subversive activities in the schools (the Rapp- 
Coudert Committee): "Subversive groups of danger¬ 
ous fanatics have succeeded in infiltrating into the 
educational system and in exercising their corrupt 
influence at the very source of citizenship, to wit, 
the education of our youth.” 

/. Edgar Hooter, Director, Federal Bureau of 
Investigation: "Just as the underworld seeks recruits 
among our youth, so do the Godless forces of totali¬ 
tarianism attempt to lure our boys and girls into 
the fear, the injustice and misery of slavery under 
dictatorship . . . Wherever they go they contamin¬ 
ate because of the indifference and apathy of our 
citizens. As a result, our America is at the cross¬ 
roads.” 

Karl Stefan, Member of Congress: "The infiltra¬ 
tion of socialism and communism in the public school 
system is perhaps the most dangerous avenue which 
these ideologies could take, for it is in our public 
schools that the policies of future government are 
shaped.” 

T. \V 7 . Phillifis, fr.. Former Member of Congress: 
"Unless we have better teaching in our schools and 
colleges, the next generation will know little about 
what we consider Americanism and will care less." 

Dr. J. B. Matthews, Former Director of Research 
of the Dies Committee, One of the World’s Leading 
Authorities on Communism: "It should go without 
saying that the communists’ primary drive for chil¬ 
dren has been in our schools and school textbooks. 
The tentacles of communism reach into the class¬ 
rooms of our schools throughout the country. Secret 
communist party members sit on hundreds of facul¬ 
ties.” 
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Should America’s Professors 
Be Pro-American? 

By Alan K. Dolliver 

The problem of Americanism versus Communism 
and Socialism today stands forth as one of the most 
critical issues in human and governmental relations. 

Much public and private discussion takes place 
on one phase of this problem—the question whether 
colleges, legislators or the public generally have the 
right to demand that teachers and college professors 
be earnestly and actively pro-American, eager to 
help instruct their students in American ideals. 

There are two points of view on the subject: one, 

• that faculty members need not be personally loyal 

to American ideals; the other, that such loyalty is 
more than ever vital in these times of critical con¬ 
flict between Americanism and un-Americanism. 
Communists and Socialists of all shades of red hold 
to the former view. 

The line which has been very cleverly seized upon 
by left wingers generally is the proper sanctity of 
individual opinions and freedom of speech and 
thought. It is difficult to determine in many cases 
whether people who expound this thesis arc guile¬ 
ful or guileless; I often am tempted to feel that 
perhaps they are merely stupid and guileless, but in 
many cases other evidences of intelligence would 
seem to rule out this possibility. In any case, where 
both groups miss the point, I think, is this: 

Unquestionably and properly, under any free so¬ 
ciety, every citizen should enjoy, free from abridge¬ 
ment, the rights of public and private freedom of 
speech and freedom of thought. There is likewise 
no question that a man’s mere political opinion 
should not have any bearing upon his ability to 
obtain and hold any kind of a job, academic or 
otherwise, perhaps excepting only official appoint¬ 
ment in the government itself. In the latter case 
it seems incongruous as well as unjustified for a 
man to be permitted to hold an official position in 
a government established under a particular politi¬ 
cal philosophy, when such a man held to a con¬ 
trary political philosophy and was committed to 
, the destruction of the very government under which 

he served and by which he earned his livelihood. 
However, this situation is not here in question. The 
question here has to do with so-called "academic" 
freedom and the "rights” of teachers. 

Many people feel that "academic liberty” becomes 
"academic license” when it is used to provide a 
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platform from which to dispense Communism and 
Socialism —doctrines that in themselves have no 
place for academic liberty, nor any other kind of 
human liberty! 

While a teacher is certainly entitled to his own 
free political opinions, he is entitled to them only 
so far as he keeps them to himself in the classroom 
• ’ so far as he excludes them from expres¬ 

sion in the carrying out of his regular duties and 
responsibilities as a teacher. In other words, a 
teacher, the same as anyone else, is entitled to his 
own political opinions and is entitled to the secret 
ballot in voting. He is entitled to support any 
bona fide political movement and to vote for any 
particular candidate he cares to. Likewise, over and 
beyond that and outside of his academic duties, in 
my opinion, he can go out on the "soap-box” if he 
wants to —provided he does so openly and for gen¬ 
eral public consumption. 

This is not what the Communists and fellow 
travelers and their dupes want, however. This is 
also where our silly intelligentsia arc led astray. 
Every man who has any kind of a job may properly 
be expected to carry out scrupulously and fully 
the duties and responsibilities of that job. There 
is no philosophical, moral or practical reason why 
a teacher who is employed to teach history, for ex¬ 
ample—or any other subject—should do other than 
confine himself to his job, namely to teach history! 
He has a further responsibility—to teach it truth¬ 
fully, to present the subject in an honest fashion. 
For instance, if the subject is controversial, if there 
is some question concerning truth and fact, he is 
obliged to present all sides equally and without pre¬ 
judice, and without emphasis on one side or the 
other. If the subject be not controversial, he should 
not ring in any private opinions and prejudices of his 
own as opposed to the generally accepted and un¬ 
controverted view. 

The complaint about many of our teachers today 
is that they go far over and beyond their fields 
of responsibility—beyond the curriculum and far 
beyond the bounds of propriety! 

One of those subtle left-wing plays which recent¬ 
ly ran in New York was entitled "Goodbye My 
Fancy.” Written by one of the leftist Kanins, it 
had a fairly long run, due largely to the fact that 
Madeleine Carroll and Conrad Nagel, popular movie 
stars, were in the leading roles. There was a teacher 
in the play who admitted (and attempted to justify 
himself) that though he was appointed to teach 
mathematics, nevertheless, he frequently taught 
"other things." His pupils happened to be young 
and impressionable girls. He felt that these girls 


needed to be properly indoctrinated, and felt it his 
duty to raise the intelligence and understanding of 
these young people; to "raise” the standards of 
these young people along the lines of his own pet 
prejudices was what he really wanted. 

It is in order to propagandize for their favorite 
ideologies that many zealots become teachers. In 
our schools, over and over again, academic free¬ 
dom has been grossly abused. It is high time to 
bring this shameful situation to a halt. It is neither 
honorable nor honest to foist upon young people 
extra-curricular opinions based upon no more than 
teachers' personal prejudices, which, in turn, are 
based largely upon their own weakness or confusion 
or upon their own frustrated ambitions or previous 
bamboozlement. 

If those who contend for academic freedom arc 
correct, then just because he be a teacher, any per¬ 
son can teach anything to his pupils and nothing 
can be done about it. For example, he could ac¬ 
quire a sincere enough prejudice, however wrong and 
harmful, that after all there is nothing wrong about 
lying. He could rationalize that a great deal of 
lying takes place in the world anyhow, and that 
maybe it’s silly to hold against it, that it would be 
"more practical” and a part of the "wave of the 
future” to teach the young that the best way to 
progress is for them to lie as much as possible. 
Would these pundits justify such teaching as proper 
academic freedom? If not, then where is their case? 
The line has to be drawn somewhere. The case of 
"lying” is only a minor example; there arc numer¬ 
ous other doctrines definitely shown as harmful by 
man’s human experience on this planet but which, 
by their argument can be foisted with impunity 
upon students by any screwball teacher under the 
guise of "academic freedom.” Bunk! 

It seems to me that what we need to acquire is 
more common sense in our thinking about these 
matters. I repeat, an individual citizen, as a teacher 
—the same as anybody else, no more, no less—can 
go out into the streets and harangue the world; 
he can likewise publish books for general public 
consumption if he is able, but he has no right to 
step out and over and beyond and around the limita¬ 
tions of the curriculum or the bounds of the es¬ 
tablished courses of learning, in order to prejudice 
the minds of the young along the lines of his own 
personal notions, "isms” and prejudices. Such men 
should set up their own private schools for the 
propagation of their prejudices and theories. The 
Communists, incidentally, have done just that, for 
political and economic radicals and those of any 
other bias. 
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The schools and colleges and universities, especially 
those publicly financed, are not intended to be glori¬ 
fied "soap boxes," they are not even intended to 
be institutions for the development and formation 
of opinions, political, or economic. Such opinions 
are properly the province of adults. Action con¬ 
cerning these opinions is more properly the prov¬ 
ince of the people’s appointed political representa¬ 
tives, as directed by the adult public will. Institu¬ 
tions of higher learning primarily should teach their 
students how to weigh and consider, to investigate, 
to verify and evaluate on an honest basis —how to 
think for themselves, so that upon maturity their 
opinions will be based as fully upon fact and past 
experience as is possible. 

The very least that those teachers who are out 
of sympathy with the American Federated Repub¬ 
lican Systepi based upon individual freedom should 
do is to publicly proclaim themselves as opposed 
to the American system. If they be permitted to 
teach the young at all, they should be required to 
register their avowed political bias, just as lobby¬ 
ists are required to register themselves in the vari¬ 
ous legislative halls. 

I do not fear their misguided beliefs and teach¬ 
ings, provided they are put forth honestly and 
straightforwardly, and provided that wherever any 
question is controversial, all sides be given fair and 
equally full presentation. Wherever this is done 
there can be no question about the supremacy of 
traditional and fundamental American ideals. How¬ 
ever, in the past, such has not been the case. . . . 
Totalitarian Statism for the most part has been in¬ 
culcated into the minds of American youth by 
stealth, misdirection and dishonesty. This should 
be stopped—and at once. 
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Promote, then, as an object of primary importance, 
institutions for the general diffusion of knowledge. 
In proportion as the structure of a government gives 
force to public opinion, it is essential that public 
opinion should be enlightened. —George Washington 

Those, who would give up essential liberty to pur¬ 
chase a little temporary safety, deserve neither liberty 
nor safety. —Benjamin Franklin 


This Academic Freedom 

By W. H. Conant 

Professors who are quick on the draw arc up 
in arms over a picturesque something called "aca¬ 
demic freedom.” So, any parent who wishes to 
know what they teach his child and why, must 
smile when he asks the question or encounter a 
burst of fervid rhetoric. 

Many of us in the daily walks are curious about 
this collegiate brand of freedom—why it has be¬ 
come an issue and when it began disturbing the 
professors. They already have all the freedoms of 
the general public so this must be a special form 
peculiar to the halls of learning. 

Do the professors want to add a freedom to those 
of that erstwhile Atlantic Charter—a freedom from 
telling the truth as they lecture on their subjects? 
Are they irked by the limitations of curricula or 
textbooks selected by college boards? Must they be 
free to make up their teaching subjects as they go 
along, without reference to the needs of their stu¬ 
dents, the wishes of parents or to accepted knowl¬ 
edge? 

Most people who take jobs for pay expect to do 
the work and yield the results required by those 
who employ them. The factory worker or clerk, 
the craftsman or supervisor, the doctor, lawyer or 
clergyman—each one performs the service for which 
he is paid, and usually, to the best of his ability. 
He does not ask for some special freedom instead 
to do whatever appeals to his fancy. 

But professors, instructors and teachers, it seems, 
claim a preferred exemption. They accept their 
jobs, and pay, but disclaim any obligation to play 
their roles from the script because of some quaint 
notions about freedom. Or do they mean license? 

Poets are allowed moderate looseness of syntax 
and syllabic to make sounds and meter match. But 
we do not pay poets salaries or tuition; and if they 
use their license too freely we choose other reading 
matter and they choose not to eat. 

College instructors of all grades are employed 
specifically and solely to teach their particular sub¬ 
jects according to the best available texts and au¬ 
thorities. They have no mission beyond this except 
to set good examples of right living to students. 
They are not commentators; they are not revisors 
or arrangers or interpreters of signs and portents. 
They have the task of acquainting students with 
a great fund of accumulated knowledge which has 
stood the test of time. 
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There is so much to know about so many sub¬ 
jects that there is scant time in the usual teaching 
course to fix the essentials of their subjects in stu¬ 
dents’ minds. There is no time for any freedom 
to insert extraneous matter or personal fantasies. 

The constant reiteration of these essentials to 
successive groups of students may be monotonous 
to pedagogic minds and probably tempts them to 
take side excursions into unacademic paths. These 
minds apparently conceive themselves as crusaders 
against the established order of things. This pro¬ 
vides an escape from their cramped labors of daily 
instruction. They essay to make disciples of their 
students for cult, creed or other credulous wishful¬ 
ness. Facts are lost in a fog of fancies; history is 
expurgated to fit the fallacies they expound; ideals 
are bent to conform to a vague standard of liberal¬ 
ism. 

Their thirst for alien ideas to adopt as their 
own springs from a craving for variety, excite¬ 
ment, relief from the fatigue of repetitive routines. 
Too many of them have no background of or capa¬ 
city for creative thinking; yet they seek out the 
bizarre and exotic from the world’s news and pro¬ 
claim themselves in favor of it whether it makes 
sense or is sophistry. They arc not content to gather 
defective ideas for themselves: they must straight¬ 
way indoctrinate students with the same viruses. 

How does it come to pass that educators want 
no bounds to their province? Why must we stir 
public clamor to retain our privileges as parents, 
citizens atid the payers of professor salaries? These 
book-learned people live in no separate world of 
non-material ambitions. They are not mystics de¬ 
pendent only on manna and inspiration. They must 
eat, dress and be housed even as the general run of 
us. They arc governed by the same rules of life 
and laws of society as arc the illiterate. Whatever 
is wrong for us is wrong for them. 

There is no diplomatic immunity surrounding a 
teacher who tells our children things we know from 
experience to be false or unworthy. And when we 
discover that he has done and is doing so we are 
rightfully going to call him to account—any non¬ 
sense about academic freedom to the contrary not¬ 
withstanding. It is absurd to think there is a privi^ 
lege to teach fallacies because a teacher must not 
be questioned about his teachings, his aims or his 
motives. And it is plain betrayal of trust to ac¬ 
cept employment from us and then to undermine 
confidence in us and in our w’ay of life. 

There is no indirection or mystery about the 
money source for paying teachers and professors: 
we who pay school taxes and college tuitions or 
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make donations, do the paying: we are the em¬ 
ployers. They are not, therefore, free agents to 
speak out for any grotesque line of instruction that 
happens to appeal to their whims. 

Happily the great majority of educators are sober, 
faithful, zealous workers in the field of tilling fer¬ 
tile minds. Only the unstable fringe is giving us 
concern and causing confusion among our youth. 
This porous fringe is not demanding freedom but 
license; and not innocent poetic license but a per¬ 
mit to dispense poisonous, maiming ideas to those 
minds which we entrust to their care. 

Perhaps we need an Anti-License League to resist 
, encroachments on OUR freedom to have our 

own offspring educated as we desire. Let us hope 
it will not require a great hue and cry of propa¬ 
ganda in behalf of Parental Freedom. 
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Loyalty to America 

An editorial in the New York Journal American 

Dr. Robert G. Sproul, President of the Univer¬ 
sity of California, made one of the most impressive 
and significant speeches before the annual conven¬ 
tion of the American Bankers Association in San 
Francisco. 

Instead of talking to the bankers about banking 
problems, he discussed the problem of making loyal 
Americans out of the boys and girls and the young 
men and women in the schools and colleges of the 
country. 

Dr. Sproul has been dealing with this problem at 
the University of California in a manner that has 
aroused national interest, and considerable contro¬ 
versy. 

In keeping with his very sensible belief that it 
is unreasonable as well as unwise to expect disloyal 
teachers to make loyal citizens, he made it a con¬ 
dition of employment on the faculty that an oath 
of loyalty to the United States be taken, including 
affirmation that the teacher or prospective teacher 
is not a Communist. 

This seemed to be a very logical condition, since 
all officers of the American government and all mem¬ 
bers of the American armed forces affirm their 
loyalty to their country, and in practically all 
walks of American life and fields of enterprise it 
is deemed to be essential to national security that 
men and women holding responsible positions should 
be patriotic Americans. 

Surely the schools and colleges and universities 
of the country, which must be relied upon for 
loyal leadership in national affairs in the future, 
should not be exceptions to the rule of loyalty as 
a condition of trust and responsibility. 



But there was a great outcry against Dr. Sproul’s 
insistence upon an affirmation of loyalty to America 
by those seeking employment on the faculty of 
the University of California. 

The outcry was not made so much in defense or 
approval of disloyalty as in protest against what 
was termed the "outrage" of requiring a loyal per¬ 
son to affirm his loyalty. 

But Dr. Sproul has persisted, because he was not 
dealing with an abstraction but with a reality. 

The specific form of disloyalty he wanted to keep 
out of the ranks of the University of California 
faculty, and thus out of reach of the impression¬ 
able minds of the young people enrolled, was Com¬ 
munism. " 

So he told the bankers in San Francisco what 
it was he feared about Communism in the schools, 
particularly about Communism among school ) 

teachers. 

Nowhere is the philosophy of Communism 
more harmful than in a university," he declared. 

University teachers have dedicated themselves 
to a high and special service—the impartial, objec¬ 
tive and scientific study of nature and of life. 

This sort of study is wholly incompatible with 
any alliance with those who spread propaganda and 
give aid and comfort to agencies which seek by 
violence to overthrow the State.” 

"I beliewe,” Dr. Sproul continued, "that the to¬ 
talitarianism which the CorAmunist Party both ad¬ 
vocates and practices . . . cannot be reconciled with 
individual liberty or human dignity.” 

Communism is a conspiracy against the sover- 
eignty of the United States and against the free¬ 
dom of the American people, and the sole purpose 
of Communists in the teaching profession is to abet 
this conspiracy by infecting the minds of young 
people with their evil philosophy. 

No man can be a member of this subversive 
conspiracy without taking on the coloration of its 
leaders and sharing their guilt,” said Dr. Sproul. 

' The question is not whether a teacher has a 
right to be a member of any legal party. 

A man may have a constitutional right to be a 
member of the Communist Party, but he has no 
such right to be a college professor unless he is free 
to accept the duties as well as the privileges of 
academic freedom.” 

You Can Help 

in the critical fight against Socialism and un- 

American ideologies by helping to give wide 

distribution to this pamphlet. » 
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Patriotic Americans: 

Let us at once resolve that the American educa¬ 
tional system should be used to educate America's 
youth for a useful, happy, well-ordered life; not 
to propagandize them into the totalitarian controls of 
and miserable dependence on a socialist government. 

How much longer will apathetic citizens permit 
their schools to be soap boxes for these subverters 
to tear down everything in which we believe, and 
actually pay them to teach our youth to despise 
the principles that made America great. 

Join this Council and help in its vital work of 
eradicating Socialism and Communism from the 
educational system and substituting therefor sound 
Americanism. 

What You Can Do 

If you as a parent or a citizen arc genuinely con¬ 
cerned with today’s education and its effect upon 
America's future, here arc some of the things you 
can do to help: 

1) Join this Council and assist in its vital work 
of eradicating Socialism and Communism 
from the educational system, and substitut¬ 
ing therefor sound Americanism. The only 
requirement for membership is that one be 
a real American. 

2) Call the council and its svork to the atten¬ 
tion of as many pro-American friends as you 
can, and ask them to join and to help. 

3) Send us suggestions, information, pamphlets, 
clippings—-anything that will help in the 
fight to make the schools and colleges truly 
American. 

4) Contribute as generously as you possibly 
can: The battle cannot be won without 
money; the more funds the Council has, the 
more effective its work will be. 

Some people feel that the amount they can do to 
help is so little that it would not be of much assistance 
—therefore, they do nothing. That is not the right 
attitude. Everybody’s help is important, and no 
matter how little you can do—not only financially, 
but in other ways—it will be of genuine assistance. 
To eradicate the un-American elements from our 
school system is a big task and requires the prayers, the 
help and the active support of every good American. 

Do not wait. Act today to help rid America of 
this threat to her very existence. Join at once and aid 
in every way you can. It is of vital importance. 
Simply write us saying "1 want to help,” and 
send whatever contribution you can, much or little. 
—o— 
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